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ASSIGNMENT  BOOKLET  A 
LEGAL  STUDIES  2030:  ENVIRONMENTAL  LAW 
SECTION  1 ASSIGNMENT  AND  SECTION  2 ASSIGNMENT 

This  Assignment  Booklet  is  worth  60  marks  out  of  the  total  100  marks  for  the  assignments. 
The  value  of  each  assignment  and  each  question  is  stated  in  the  left  margin. 

Read  all  parts  of  your  assignment  carefully  and  record  your  answers  in  the  appropriate 
places.  If  you  have  difficulty  with  an  assignment,  go  back  to  your  Student  Module  Booklet 
and  review  the  appropriate  lesson.  Be  sure  to  proofread  your  answers  carefully  before 
submitting  your  Assignment  Booklet. 

When  responding  to  the  questions  in  this  booklet,  you  are  encouraged  to  use  a computer 
and  word-processing  application  wherever  reasonably  possible.  If  you  use  a computer,  be 
sure  that  you  submit  a printed  copy  that  has  been  carefully  proofread.  Include  your  name, 
course  name,  and  assignment  question  number  on  each  page.  Alternatively,  you  may  be 
able  to  arrange  with  your  teacher  to  submit  your  written  assignments  by  e-mail. 

Section  1 Assignment:  The  Environment  at  Risk 

1.  Traditionally,  tort  law  has  served  as  the  legal  basis  for  resolving  disputes  related  to 
environmental  pollution.  Today,  however,  tort  law  is  proving  inadequate  for  many 
environmental  battles. 

In  no  more  than  two  or  three  paragraphs,  describe  the  role  tort  law  has  played  in 
this  area.  In  your  response,  explain  why  today  other  measures  are  needed  to  combat 
pollution  problems. 


r 


Marking  Criteria  6 marks 


• A clear  explanation  is  given  of  the  traditional  role  of 
tort  law  in  environmental  law. 


4 marks 


j 


A clear  explanation  is  given  of  the  inadequacies  of  tort  law 
today  in  environmental  law. 


2 marks 
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2.  Following  is  a case  study — an  account  of  an  actual  court  case.  Read  it  carefully  and  then 
answer  the  questions  that  follow  it. 

Palmer  et  ah  v.  Nova  Scotia  Forest  hidustries  (1983)  2 D.L.R.  (4‘^)  397 


PALMER  ET  AL.  V.  NOVA  SCOTIA  FOREST 
INDUSTRIES  (1983)  2 D.L.R.  (4™)  397 


The  plaintiffs  had  applied  to  the  courts 
for  a permanent  in  j unction  restraining 
Nova  Scotia  Forest  Industries  from 
spraying  parts  of  Nova  Scotia  with 
phenoxy  herbicides  {2,  4-D  and 
2;4,5-T).  The  purpose  of  the  spraying 
was  to  suppress  the  growth  of  broad- 
leaf  plants  and  hardwoods,  thereby 
promoting  the  rapid  growth  of 
coniferous  trees. 

The  two  main  issues  to  be  decided  in 
the  case  were  (1)  whether  the  plaintiffs 
were  pursuing  a proper  action  in 
accordance  with  Civil  Procedure 
Rules  and  case  law,  and  (2)  whether 
a permanent  injunction  should  be 
granted  to  restrain  the  proposed 
spraying. 

On  the  first  issue,  the  judge  ruled 
that  the  action  was  proper.  He  agreed 
that  the  plaintiffs  had  the  right  to 
pursue  the  action  collectively.  In 
fact,  he  said,  this  was  preferable  to 
several  individuals  pursuing  their 
own  separate  actions  against  the 
defendant. 

The  Civil  Procedure  rule  applying  here 
required  numerous  persons  having 
the  same  interest  in  the  proceeding. 
The  judge  noted  that  the  "numerous 
persons"  requirement  had  obviously 
been  met.  He  also  found  that  the 
plaintiffs  shared  several  interests. 
They  had  a common  grievance — the 
allegation  of  a serious  risk  to  their 
health,  the  source  of  their  grievance 
was  common — the  proposed  spraying, 
and  they  sought  the  same  remedy — an 
injunction  to  restrain  the  spraying. 


On  the  second  and  the  far  more 
important  issue,  the  judge  ruled  against 
granting  a permanent  injunction.  In 
his  written  judgment,  he  listed  the 
legal  causes  of  action  brought  by  the 
plaintiffs,  and  then  dismissed  each 
in  turn: 

• Breach  of  the  Fisheries  Act— The 
judge  observed  that  the  accepted 
rule  was  that  civil  consequences 
of  breach  of  statute  should 
be  subsumed  in  the  law  of 
negligence.  In  the  present  case, 
negligence  was  neither  pleaded 
nor  proven. 

• Private  Nuisance — The  judge 
noted  that  interference  with  a 
person's  enjoyment  of  land  must 
be  material  or  substantial  to  give 
rise  to  an  action  in  nuisance.  In 
the  present  case,  the  allegation 
was  that  if  2, 4-D  and  2,4, 5-T 
got  to  the  plaintiffs'  lands,  their 
health  would  be  put  seriously  at 
risk. 

The  judge  agreed  that  if  a 
significant  risk  to  health  would 
result  from  the  spraying,  this 
would  substantially  interfere 
with  the  plaintiffs'  enjoyment 
of  their  lands.  The  threat  of  such 
nuisance  would  argue  in  favour 
of  the  granting  of  a permanent 
injunction.  However,  based 
on  his  interpretation  of  the 
scientific  evidence  presented  at 
trial,  the  judge  concluded  that 
the  actual  risk  to  the  plaintiffs' 
health  would  be  negligible  or 
non-existent. 
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• Trespass  to  Land — The  judge 
observed  that  trespass  to  land 
does  not  require  proof  of  damage. 
However,  in  the  present  case 
no  trespass  had  been  proved  as 
probable  to  occur.  In  other  words, 
the  judge  accepted  the  argument 
that  the  spray  would  likely  remain 
confined  to  the  land  belonging  to 
Nova  Scotia  Forest  Industries. 

♦ The  Rule  in  Rylands  and  Fletcher — 
The  judge  declared  that  no  basis 


had  been  established  for  the 
application  of  this  rule  as  he  had 
found  that  the  substance  was  not 
dangerous  and  was  unlikely  to 
escape  to  the  plaintiffs'  lands. 

• Riperian  Rights  and  the  Right  to 
Uncontaminated  Groundwater — 
The  judge  stated  that  since  no 
significant  risk  to  health  had  been 
proved,  there  was  no  need  for  him 
to  consider  these  matters. 


Is  this  a civil  or  a criminal  case?  In  your  answer,  explain  how  you  know. 


b.  What  were  the  plaintiffs  seeking  in  this  case?  Your  answer  should  explain  the 
problem  that  prompted  the  legal  action. 


The  judge  had  to  decide  two  issues  in  this  case.  Explain  both  issues  in  your  own 
words. 

(1)  Issue  1: 


From  All  About  Law  4/E,  Student  text  by  GIBSON/GRANT/JARMAN/MURl’tlY.  © 1996.  Reprinted  with  permission 
of  Nelson,  a division  of  Thomson  Learning:  www.thomsonrights.com.  Fax  800-730-2215 
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(2)  Issue  2: 


d.  Three  of  the  grounds  on  which  this  case  was  argued  were 

• private  nuisance 

• trespass 

• the  rule  in  Rylands  v.  Fletcher 

Explain  each  of  these  grounds  and  how  it  applies  to  this  case.  As  well,  explain  the 
judge's  decision  on  each  ground  along  with  his  (or  her)  reasons. 

(1)  Private  Nuisance: 


(2)  Trespass: 
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(3)  The  Rule  in  Rylands  v.  Fletcher: 


Another  ground  on  which  cases  like  this  are  sometimes  fought  is  negligence.  Suggest 
a reason  why  this  wasn't  a ground  used  by  the  plaintiffs  in  this  case. 


When  you've  finished  answering  the  preceding  questions,  return  to  page  47  of  the 
LGS  2030  Student  Module  Booklet  and  continue  working  where  you  left  off. 
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Section  2 Assignment:  Legislation  That  Protects  the  Environment 

1.  Environmental  law  in  Canada  sometimes  seems  confusing  because  both  the  federal 
and  provincial  levels  of  government  can  claim  to  have  jurisdiction  over  environmental 
matters.  The  result  is  legislation  at  both  levels  of  government  that  tends  to  overlap. 

In  two  or  three  paragraphs,  explain  how  it  is  that  both  levels  of  government  have 
jurisdiction  over  the  environment.  Be  specific  in  your  answer,  and  be  sure  to  refer  to 
the  Cofistitution  Act,  1867. 


r ; 

Marking  Criteria  4 marks 


• A clear  and  accurate  explanation  is  given  of  why 
both  levels  of  government  have  jurisdiction. 


2 marks 


V, 


j 


Several  accurate  and  appropriate  references  are  made  to  the  2 marks 
Constitution  Act,  1867  to  illustrate  the  explanation  presented. 
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When  you've  finished  answering  the  preceding  question,  return  to  page  57  of  the 
LGS  2030  Student  Module  Booklet  and  continue  working  where  you  left  off. 
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2.  The  GAG  Company  was  accused  of  allowing  diesel  fuel  to  be  discharged  in  an  area 
where  it  was  likely  to  enter  waterways  and  harm  the  animals  that  live  in  them. 

a.  Under  what  federal  statute  would  the  company  likely  be  charged?  Explain  your 
answer. 


b.  If  those  charged  with  this  offence  could  establish  that  they  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
discharge  and  had  taken  reasonable  precautions  to  prevent  it,  would  this  defence  be 
allowed  in  court?  Give  reasons  for  your  answer. 


3.  The  principal  federal  statute  dealing  with  environmental  issues  is  the  Canadian 

Environmental  Protection  Act,  1999,  which  replaced  the  1988  statute  simply  called  the 
Canadian  Environmental  Protection  Act.  The  following  questions  are  based  on  CEPA  and 
CEPA  1999: 

a.  CEPA  gave  the  Government  of  Canada  authority  to  control  the  entire  'Tife  cycle"  of 
toxic  substances.  Explain  what  this  means. 


b.  Briefly  explain  how  CEPA  attempts  to  achieve  compliance  with  its  regulations — that 
is,  how  it  tries  to  ensure  that  companies  follow  the  rules  it  sets  out. 
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c.  In  your  own  words,  explain  why  CEPA  was  replaced  by  CEPA  1999.  In  your  response, 
be  sure  to  identify  at  least  three  changes  made  in  the  1999  statute  designed  to 
increase  the  government's  control  of  pollution  and  potential  polluters. 


When  you’ve  finished  answering  the  preceding  questions,  return  to  page  74  of  the 
LGS  2030  Student  Module  Booklet  and  continue  working  where  you  left  off. 


4.  What  is  an  EIA  and  what  increasing  role  are  EIAs  playing  in  environmental  law? 
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5.  Read  the  following  article,  which  appeared  in  an  Alberta  magazine  a few  years  ago.  Then 
answer  the  questions  based  on  it. 


BLACK  WATER  IN  MOSSLEIGH 
Alberta  charges  a feedlot  with  dumping 
eight  million  gallons  of  manure  into  a creek 


Mossleigh-area  farmer  Garry  Schneider 
has  been  raising  cattle  and  sheep  on 
a small  scale  for  20  years.  He  is  no 
bunny-hugging  city-slicker  who  faints 
at  the  first  whiff  of  manure.  Yet  he 
gagged  at  the  stench  that  arose  from 
West  Arrowwood  Creek  that  runs  past 
his  farm,  about  40  miles  southeast  of 
Calgary,  last  spring,  'Tt  smelled  as  if 
you  were  sitting  [in]  the  middle  of  a 
septic  tank,'"  he  recalls.  A year  later, 
Alberta  Environmental  Protection 
has  laid  charges  against  a High  River- 
based  feedlot  company  for  allegedly 
pumping  millions  of  gallons  of  raw 
cattle  excrement  into  the  creek. 

Western  Feedlots  Ltd.  runs  about 
200,000  head  of  cattle  on  feedlots  in 
Mossleigh,  High  River  and  Strathmore. 
On  April  30,  Alberta  Environmental 
Protection  prosecutors  laid  charges 
relating  to  their  alleged  dumping  of 
eight  million  gallons  of  feedlot  sewage 
between  May  29  and  June  5,  1997. 
Under  the  Alberta  Environmental 
Protection  and  Enhancement  Act, 
there  is  one  charge  of  releasing  a 
prohibited  and  harmful  substance 
and  one  charge  of  failing  to  report  the 
release.  Under  the  federal  Fisheries  Act 
there  are  eight  counts  of  "depositing  a 
deleterious  substance"  that  harms  fish. 
The  creek  joins  the  Bow  River  about  a 
mile  and  half  down  stream. 

Mr.  Schneider  had  complained  about 
an  earlier  manure  dumping  incident  to 
Alberta  Environment  in  the  spring  of 
1996.  He  claims  the  company  pumped 
out  its  manure  lagoon  into  a low  spot 


in  a field,  which  then  drained  through 
a culvert  and  down  into  the  creek.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  officials  issued  a warning 
to  Western. 

Last  spring,  claims  Mr.  Schneider, 
it  happened  again.  "The  water  was 
absolutely  black,"  he  recalls.  Dead 
fish  floated  on  the  surface  and  it 
killed  other  wildlife  that  depended  on 
the  creek.  "There  were  no  frogs  that 
spring,"  he  says.  "You  know  how  you 
go  outside  and  hear  frogs?  There  was 
nothing."  He  doubts  it  was  merely 
an  accident  because,  if  the  charges 
are  true,  the  pumping  continued  for 
eight  days. 

Western  Feedlots  faces  total  possible 
fines  of  over  $ 1 million,  Mr.  Schneider 
believes  that,  in  cases  where  human 
health  is  blatantly  disregarded, 
criminal  charges  are  in  order.  "It's 
extremely  frustrating  and  there  are 
a lot  of  people  who  are  quite  upset," 
he  continues.  "You  know,  if  this  was 
a chemical  plant  on  the  same  spot 
and  they  had  a similar  spill,  with  the 
same  sorts  of  substances,  all  hell  would 
break  loose." 

Spokesmen  for  both  Alberta 
Environmental  Protection,  which  laid 
the  charges,  and  Alberta  Justice,  which 
is  prosecuting,  declined  comment, 
so  it  is  not  clear  why  it  took  nearly  a 
year  to  proceed,  Mr.  Schneider  says 
officials  have  said  there  is  only  one 
environmental  prosecutor  and  he 
was  busy  at  Bovar  Inc.'s  Swan  Hills 
hazardous-waste  disposal  plant. 
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Jim  Penton,  a spokesman  for  Citizens 
for  Environmental  Responsibility  and 
Public  Disclosure,  a group  that  has 
been  opposing  feedlot  expansion  in 
the  Lethbridge  area,  suggests  that 
the  government  finally  laid  charges 
because  it  wants  to  appear  to  be 
addressing  public  fears  that  feedlots 
are  polluting  drinking  water  and 
irrigation  canals.  Western  Feedlots 
president  Dave  Plett  was  unavailable 
for  comment. 

Feedlot  opponents  argue  that 
too  many  operators  are  dumping 
manure  irresponsibly.  Sean  Kubara 
is  a Lethbridge  lawyer  who  lives  near 
Monarch,  10  miles  northwest  of  the 
city.  She  is  part  of  one  of  the  few 
local  groups  to  successfully  appeal 
the  planning  commission  approval 
of  a proposed  feedlot  expansion 
(which  was  to  have  been  situated 
near  her  acreage).  On  a three-mile 
stretch  of  road  near  her  home,  she 
has  seen  manure  spread  on  the  fields 
of  eight  different  cattle,  hog  and  dairy 
operations  in  February  and  March  this 
year.  Once  she  encountered  someone 
spreading  liquid  manure  at  night  in 
a snowstorm. 

Manure  spread  on  frozen  ground 
cannot  be  worked  into  the  soil  within 
48  hours,  as  the  province's  handling 
guidelines  require,  points  out  Mrs. 
Kubara.  "1  personally  believe  the 
rules  are  being  broken  far  more  often 
than  they  are  being  followed,"  she 
asserts.  Both  she  and  Mr.  Schneider 
are  frustrated  that,  although  there 
is  a code  of  practice  for  intensive 


livestock  farms,  neither  the  province 
nor  municipalities  enforce  it.  The 
prosecution  of  Western  Feedlots  is 
probably,  according  to  Environmental 
Protection  pollution  investigator  Peter 
Schonekess,  the  first  in  the  province. 

But  the  general  manager  of  the  Alberta 
Cattle  Feeders  Association  says  that, 
although  there  are  a few  bad  apples, 
most  operators  act  responsibly.  "By 
and  large,  the  industry  understands 
that  its  own  economic  viability  goes 
hand-in-glove  with  environmental 
viability,"  says  Ron  Axelson.  He  would 
not  comment  on  Western  Feedlots 
because  the  facts  of  that  case  have  not 
been  established. 

Last  week  the  province  wrapped  up 
a three-week  series  of  community 
meetings  to  discuss  current  livestock 
practices.  Mr.  Axelson  says  the  Cattle 
F eeders  Association  wants  the  province 
to  adopt  clear  and  enforceable  manure 
handling  regulations.  "If  you  give  the 
industry  some  standards,  we  will  meet 
those  standards,"  he  says.  Mr.  Axelson 
continues  that,  although  the  industry's 
public  image  is  now  taking  a beating, 
it  will  be  worth  it  if  it  spurs  intensive 
livestock  operators  to  be  more  careful: 
"We're  suggesting  that  in  five  years 
we'll  look  back  and  say  it's  the  best 
thing  that  ever  happened  to  us." 

Western  Feedlots  is  currently  applying 
to  expand  its  30,000-head  Mossleigh 
operation  to  45,000.  Its  first  court 
date  is  June  2 in  Strathmore  Provincial 
Court. 


' Lcs  Sillars,  "Black  Water  in  Mos,sleij;li,"  Alhcrtu  Report,  25  May  15.  Reprinted  by  permission  of  United 

Western  (.omiminications  Ltd. 
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According  to  the  article,  what  offence  did  the  defendant  company  allegedly 
commit? 


b.  Explain  how  both  federal  and  provincial  legislation  are  being  used  in  the 
prosecution  of  the  defendant  company. 


The  article  points  out  that  the  defendant  company  faces  fines  of  over  $1  million  and 
that  criminal  charges  may  be  in  order. 

(1)  Under  the  three-fold  categorization  of  offences  you  were  given  of  the 

Environmental  Protection  and  Enhancement  Act,  what  level  of  offence  is  involved 
here? 


(2)  Which  of  the  following  descriptions  applies  to  the  offence  in  question  here? 
Circle  your  choice. 

• offences  for  which  it  need  be  proven  only  that  the  act  was  committed 

• offences  for  which  it  need  be  proven  only  that  the  act  was  committed  but 
which  allow  the  defence  of  due  diligence 

• offences  where  it  must  be  proven  the  defendant  deliberately  or  knowingly 
committed  the  act 


When  you’ve  finished  ansiA/ering  the  preceding  questions,  return  to  page  90  of  the 
LGS  2030  Student  Module  Booklet  and  continue  working  where  you  left  off. 
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6.  Read  the  following  article,  which  appeared  in  an  Alberta  magazine  a few  years  ago.  Then 
answer  the  questions  based  on  it. 


NOT  OVER  UNTIL  IT’S  DUG 
Greens  threaten  to  take  the  Cheviot  mine  fight  global 


Fred  Munn,  project  manager  of 
Cardinal  River  Coal  (CRC)  Ltd.'s 
proposed  $ 250-million  Cheviot  mine 
says  that  he  is  very  relieved  a joint 
federal-provincial  environmental 
review  panel  approved  the  project 
two  weeks  ago.  "But  it's  not  over  till 
it's  over,"  he  points  out.  Frustrated 
environmentalists  who  vowed  last  year 
to  turn  Cheviot  into  an  international 
issue  are  now  taking  the  first  steps 
to  make  good  their  threat.  And  the 
global  green  lobby,  says  Reform 
resources  critic  Dave  Chatters,  "can't 
be  ignored." 

The  review  panel,  which  had  two 
members  from  the  Alberta  Energy  and 
Utilities  Board  and  another  from  the 
Canadian  Environmental  Assessment 
Agency,  found  that  the  company  will 
adequately  mitigate  minor  damage 
to  the  area  near  the  mine,  about 
198  miles  west  of  Edmonton.  CRC 
admitted  that  the  mine  might  do 
significant  damage  to  carnivore  and 
fish  habitat,  but  agreed  to  compensate 
by  funding  ecological  research  and 
public  education  programs. 

The  panel  approved  the  mine  on 
the  condition  that  CRC  must  closely 
monitor  the  environmental  effects 
and  its  mitigation  efforts.  One  800- 
acre  block  in  the  upper  Prospect  Creek 
area,  which  has  many  rare  alpine  plant 
species,  was  put  off  limits.  Mr.  Munn 
says  the  company  now  needs  a variety 
of  permits,  like  pit  licences  from  the 
Alberta  Energy  and  Utilities  Board  and 
approvals  from  Alberta  Environmental 


Protection  and  the  federal  Department 
of  Fisheries. 

Two  days  after  the  panel  released  its 
decision,  the  Sierra  Club  of  Canada 
put  out  an  environmental  report 
card  which  gave  Alberta  and  Canada 
failing  grades  for,  among  other 
things,  failing  to  curb  greenhouse 
gas  emissions  by  hamstringing  fossil- 
fuel  producers.  The  Sierra  Club  is 
one  of  dozens  of  North  American 
organizations  which  support  the 
"Yellowstone-to- Yukon  Biodiversity 
Strategy."  This  is  an  ambitious  plan 
to  greatly  restrict  human  activity 
in  the  Rocky  Mountains,  leaving 
vast  interconnected  "buffer  zones" 
untouched  on  either  side. 

Cheviot  mine  opponents  claimed 
last  year  that  "Y2Y"  backers  forced 
U.S.  President  Bill  Clinton  to  stop  a 
proposed  gold  mine  near  Yellowstone 
National  Park  by  convincing  a 
United  Nations  committee  to  declare 
Yellowstone  a "World  Heritage  Site  in 
Danger."  Last  week,  a spokesman  for 
the  Alberta  Wilderness  Committee 
suggested  that  the  same  tactic  might 
work  with  the  Cheviot  project,  which 
will  be  10  miles  from  jasper  National 
Park,  also  a UN  World  Heritage  Site. 

Michael  Coffman,  president  of 
Environmental  Perspective  Inc. 
in  Bangor,  Maine,  insists:  "There's 
absolutely  no  doubt  that  [UN- 
sponsored  organizations]  exert 
tremendous  pressure."  But  Elaine 
Dewar,  environmental  journalist  and 
author  of  Clonk  of  Green,  says  that 
Canada  often  ignores  international 
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prcssuiv  oti  ecu  iionineriu'il  isMu-s. 
•'‘We  go  to  public  policy  co7liVicn(.e^ 
[like  the  1992  Rarth Summit  in  Rio  dr 
Janeiro,  Brazil],  we  make  statements 
and  vve  do  little/'  she  says.  Ms.  Dewar 
contends  thal  President  Clinton  axed 
the  Yellowstone  project  because  rich 
Democratic  ranchers  in  the  area  did 
not  want  a mine  in  their  backyard. 


Could  international  pressure  kill 
Cheviot?  - Don  Currie,  managing 


director  of  the  Alberta  Chamber  of 
Resources,  points  out  that  the  federal 
Liberals  have  stuck  to  a pro-resource 
development  line  and  granted  billions 
of  dollars  in  tax  concessions  to  the 
oil  sands  industry  last  year.  Then 
again,  Reformer  Chatters  says  that  the 
green  lobby  "has  influence  with  some 
members  of  the  federal  cabinet."  He 
says,  "I  worry  about  that.’’  If  ail  goes 
well,  construction  on  the  mine  could 
hegiti  ihis  tall. 


The  article  begins  by  explaining  that  an  environmental  review  panel  approved  a 
project  to  create  a mine.  Explain  in  general  terms  what  an  environmental  review  is 
and  what  sorts  of  things  it  would  look  into. 


t).  According  to  the  article,  two  members  of  the  review  panel  were  from  the  Canadian 
Environmental  Assessment  Agency.  What  is  this  agency  and  what  statute  does  it 
administer? 


Les  Sillars,  "Not  Over  Until  It's  Dug,"  Alberta  Report,  1 July  1997,  23.  Reprinted  by  permission  of  United  Western 
Communications  Ltd. 
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c.  The  article  also  states  that  the  mining  company  will  need  a number  of  permits  and 
licences.  Explain  how  the  issuing  of  permits  helps  control  activity  that  might  harm 
the  environment. 


d.  Why  would  the  federal  Department  of  Fisheries  and  Oceans  be  involved  in  licensing 
a mine  near  the  Rocky  Mountains,  so  far  from  the  coast? 


The  article  explains  that  the  Sierra  Club,  a powerful  environmental  organization,  has 
criticized  the  Alberta  government  for  'Tailing  to  curb  greenhouse  gas  emissions  by 
hamstringing  fossil-fuel  producers."  This  criticism  underscores  a conflict  that  goes 
on  constantly  in  the  area  of  environmental  law.  Explain  this  conflict. 


f.  The  article  quotes  Elaine  Dewar,  an  environmental  writer,  as  saying,  "We  go  to 
public  conferences  [like  the  1992  Earth  Summit  in  Rio  de  Janeiro,  Brazil],  we  make 
statements  and  we  do  little." 

(1)  just  what  was  the  conference  in  Rio  de  Janeiro  referred  to  here? 
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(2)  From  what  you  know,  is  Ms.  Dewar  being  fair?  Explain  your  answer,  being  as 
detailed  as  you  can. 


When  you've  finished  answering  the  preceding  questions,  submit  this 
Assignment  Booklet  for  assessment.  Then  return  to  page  100  of  the 
LGS  2030  Student  Module  Booklet  and  continue  working  where  you  left  off. 


